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I ntroduction

The passage of the Children First Act in 1988 ushered in a new era of
data collection, analysis, and reporting about the overall quality and
condition of education in Louisiana. Implemented in 1990, this major
piece of legislation mandated the publication of the Progress Profiles
(School Report Cards, District Composite Report, and the State Report)
with three main objectives: (1) to provide information about schools to
parents and the general public, (2) to provide a basis for educational
planning, and (3) to increase educational accountability at all levels.

The Children First Act through its Progress Profiles program also
became the impetus toward the introduction of the statewide school
accountability system, which was implemented in fall of 1999. The
School Accountability System, replacing the old Progress Profiles
program, is focused on analysis and assessment of school performance
with heavy emphasis on school improvement. In its third year, the
Accountability system has been successful in its mission, particularly in
raising awareness of the importance of this initiative to our state.
Furthermore, the end products of this system, the annual accountability
reports have become an important mechanism for disseminating
information on the status and performance of public education in the state
of Louisiana.

Overview of the L ouisiana Accountability System

The Louisiana School Accountability System went into effect in the fall
of 1999 with two implementation tracks for the public schools. Schools
containing grade levels kindergarten through eighth (K-8) entered into the
accountability system in the fall of 1999. Schools with grades 9-12
(otherwise known as the high school grades) entered into the
accountability system in thefall of 2001.

The Louisiana School Accountability System is based on a two-year
accountability cycle. There are five accountability cycles within a 10-
year timeframe at which time schools must achieve the State's 10-year
School Performance Score (SPS) goal of 100.
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As part of the accountability system, each school annually receives a
School Performance Score (SPS) which indicates how wel its students
are performing. Specifically, each school’s effectiveness and progress are
measured based on results from statewide testing programs such as the
Louisiana Educational Assessment Program for the 21% Century (LEAP
21), the Graduation Exit Examination for the 21%* Century (GEE 21 and
The lowa Tests), school attendance, and the dropout data. Further for
each cycle, every school receives (1) a Performance Labd describing its
performance relative to state goals, (2) a Growth Target, which identifies
how much the school has to grow in order to stay on track for meeting the
State’ s 10-year goal, (3) a Growth SPS, which is calculated at the end of
a cycle, is compared to the Basdine SPS to determine if a school has
achieved its Growth Target for that cycle and (4) a Growth Labe
describing the level of growth achieved by the school.

Key Components of L ouisiana’s Accountability System

There are five key components to the Louisiana’ s School Accountability
System as shown below.



Key Components of the School Accountability
System in Louisiana

1. High Curriculum Standards >

2. Assessment Program

L ouisiana
School
Accountability
System

3. School Performance Monitoring
and Reporting

4. Corrective Acti on/Assistmce>

Component 1--High Curriculum Standards. In the on-going effort to
raise educational performance, the Louisiana Department of Education
(LDE) substantially upgraded the curriculum and content standards for
public school students. Based on these higher curricular standards, the
State Board of Elementary and Secondary Education (SBESE) set 10-
year and 20-year educational goals for all Louisiana schools that depict
the educational performance level expected of each school. Defined in
terms of School Performance Scores (SPS), the 10-year goal was set at
100 and the 20-year goal was set at 150.

5. Recognition

Component 2--Assessment Program. A new, rigorous assessment
program for Louisiana students began in spring of the 1998-1999 school
year, with two main measures of achievement:

» The new criterion-referenced tests (CRT), or the LEAP 21 tests,
measure how well students master the State' s content standards. The
LEAP 21 tests are administered to students in 4th and 8th grades. In
the spring of 2000, the English Language Arts and the Mathematics
LEAP 21 tests became high-stakes tests: no 4th or 8th-grade student
scoring at the Unsatisfactory achievement level on the English
Language Arts or Mathematics test could be promoted fully to the
next grade. The English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the
new high school CRT, commonly known as the Graduation Exit

Examination for the 21% century (GEE 21), were also implemented in
spring of 2001.

» The norm-referenced tests, or The lowa Tests, compare the
performance of Louisiana students to the performance of students
nationally. The lowa Tests are administered to students in grades 3,
5,6,7,and9.

Component 3--School Performance Monitoring and Reporting. Each
public schoal is assigned a School Performance Score (SPS) on annual
basis indicating the academic status of its students. The SPS for each
school is a weighted composite index, using indicators and weighting
factors as outlined below.

SPS Indicatorswith Corresponding Weighting Factors

Attendance
5%
Dropouts
5%

LEAP 21/GEE 21
60%

Thelowa Tests
30%

Component 4--Corrective Actions and Assistance. A school that does
not meet or make adequate progress towards its Growth Target will enter
into Corrective Actions. Corrective Actions is a component of the
accountability system, which is intended to help low performing schools
improve. A school that enters Corrective Actions shall receive additional
support and assistance, with the expectation that extensive efforts shall
be made by students, parent, teachers, principals, administrators, and
school boards to improve student achievement at the school. There are
three levels of Corrective Actions, named as Corrective Actions 1, 11, and
1. Movement into and among the different levels of Corrective Actions
is essentially dependent on the school’s Growth SPS, the state average,
the amount of growth and Growth Label achieved, as well as the growth
target and previous corrective actions leve placement. For a more
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detailed description of the rules and regulations which apply to the
Corrective Actions, please refer to the Notice of Intent (NOI) which can
be found on the Louisiana Department of Education’s web site at
www.louisianaschools.net .

Component 5--Recognition. The LDE closdy monitors the progress of
schools against interim 2-year SPS Goals and Growth Targets as well as
long-term 10- and 20-year goals. Schools showing adequate progress
will be recognized. At the writing of this publication, there is an
estimated ten million dollars allocated in the executive budget to be used
as rewards for those schools which have received the “Exemplary
Academic Growth” or the “Recognized Academic Growth” labd.
The number of schools in Corrective Actions will determine the reward
amount per school. Reward amounts will be calculated on a per pupil
basis.

Accountability Reports

To offer the most comprehensive overview possible and serve the specific
needs of varied audiences, the Department of Education has provided
three levels of reporting. Given the differences in perspective audiences
aswdll asthe differences in the intended use of this information, all levels
of these reports are developed and disseminated on an annual basis.

1. School Report Cards are tailored to the needs of parents and the
general public, as wel as school administrators and other key
personnd. That is, the School Report Card for Parents is written with
the average parent and others of the general public in mind. The
School Report Card for Principals, written to convey school leve
information to school administrators, is more technical in content.
Both School Report Cards provide an excdlent overview of the
school’s performance and progress toward achieving the State's
established 10- and 20-year goals. Copies of the report cards are
ddivered to the principals for distribution to all parents.

2. District Composite Reports (DCRs) are produced for all 66
Louisiana public school districts on an annual basis. The most
detailed and comprehensive of the three levels of reporting, these
reports contain longitudinal data on all indicators, including the
accountability performance results. The DCRs are intended to serve
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as an effective tool to aid policymakers and district administrators in
identifying opportunities for school improvement.

3. The Louisiana Sate Education Progress Report is best suited to the
needs of the general reader. It provides a succinct overview of the
major characteristics of Louisiana education based on accountability
results and the supporting analysis of the various indicators.

Key Features of This Report
Longitudinal Analysis

Up to six years of data (the current year and the five previous years) are
presented in the District Composite Report. Each year, this report is
updated by adding the most current year’s data and deleting the data that
are more than six years old. Incorporating longitudinal data in the
District Composite Report enables policy makers to anticipate changesin
educational outcomes, not just describe them (Smith, 1988). However,
longitudinal reporting does complicate the presentation of data. To assist
policy makers in interpreting data, tables in the District Composite
Report have been formatted as follows:

1. Cross-sectional data (i.e., for any given year) are presented
vertically in columns. School-to-school comparisons can be
made within any given year by scanning up and down columns.

2. Longitudinal data are presented horizontally in rows. An
individual school’s progress on any single indicator can be
charted over time by scanning left-to-right across columns.

3. Schools are listed in sequential order, based on school site
code and school category.

To facilitate longitudinal and cross-sectional tracking of individual
schools, the LDE has included in al the tables the six digit site code
assigned to all public schoals. In instances for which certain data may not
be available for a schoal, the tilde symbol (~) will be displayed. There are
also some tables for which the presence of data is “not applicable’
because of the design requirements of the accountability modd and the
phasing in of the new criterion-referenced tests. In these cases, the
notation “N/A” will be displayed. As always, longitudinal data for the
prior years are still accessible through the 1997-1998 District Composite
Reports available on the L DE web site (www.|ouisianaschool s.net)




2000-2001 AsBasdline Year

This report starts with the 2000-2001 school year as its first year of
accountability data for those schools with 9-12 grade configurations and
the 9-12 portions of schools with K-12 grade configurations. For K-8
schools previously captured in the accountability system, 1998-1999 will
remain the basdline year.

The 2000-2001 school year has become a new basdine year for 9-12 and
K-12 schools for several reasons. First, it was the year when the first
phase of the statewide high school accountability system went into effect
and when each public school with a grade in the 9-12 and or K-12 range
received a uniform School Performance Score and a School Performance
Labed and Growth Target. Prior to 2001, schools with 9-12 grade
configurations and the 9-12 portion of schools with K-12 grade
configurations had been excluded from the accountability system.
Secondly, the newly designed criterion-referenced testing program (GEE
21) went into effect for students in grades 10 and 11 and presented
opportunities for the application of new testing programs and testing
data.

School Categorization

School category comparison statistics are presented by district and for
the state as a whole for those indicators that are not reported by grade
levd. The indicators with category averages include class size
attendance, suspension and expulsion. This homogeneous grouping of
schools by leve of instruction fosters probably the fairest comparisons.
The 1,532 Louisiana public schools have been placed into one of the four
categories of Elementary, Middle/Junior High, High, and Combination.
The specific definition for each school category is provided in Part 2 of
this report.

Accurate and Reliable Reporting

Measurement is a process involving both theoretical as well as empirical
considerations. Most assuredly, research based on the inadequate
measurement of indicators does not result in a greater understanding of
the particular indicator (Carmines and Zdler, 1979). Though it is widdy
recognized that the best educational policy is made when officials have
access to accurate information, the use of inaccurate or unreiable data is

more dangerous than no information at all. Recognizing this possibility
for misunderstanding, the LDE has made every effort to ensure the
reliability and validity of the data reported in the accountability reports.
Prior to release and publication, LDE and district staff examine each
indicator through a meticulous data correction and verification process.
The accountability program has grown substantially over the past several
years. The LDE has executed an eaborate process for data verification
and analyses to ensure that quality is an intrinsic part of each
accountability report.

Organization and Contents of this Report

This report has been organized into five sections, each encompassing a
series of related educational indicators.

e Section 1. District Summary. The summary tables in this section
offer district-leve information for all indicators including the school
accountability results. In addition to quick-reference tables on
various indicators, district socioeconomic, demographic, and
financial data are also included to give a more complete picture of
Louisiana school districts. School performance is influenced by
community socioeconomic characteristics and by the leve of local
financial support for public education. Section 1, presents
socioeconomic and financial indicators such as parish household
income; unemployment rates; district revenues, expenditures, and
average teacher salaries. This section has been greatly improved by
the incorporation of newly reeased 2000 census data.

e Section 2. School Characteristics and Accountability Information.
The context within which students are educated and the leve of
educational resources available to them impact learning and
performance results. Section 2 provides a quick summary of each
school’s accountability results (i.e., school performance score,
school performance labd, Growth Labd, two-year Growth Target
and Corrective Actions status). This section also focuses on key
educational “inputs’ and resources at the school leve: i.e, the size
of the student body and faculty, the school's category (e.qg.,
dementary schools, middle schools, €c.), class sizes, and the
academic preparation of faculty.
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e Section 3. Sudent Participation. For students to receive an
education, they must first have the opportunity to learn; thus, the
extent to which students are present and actively engaged in
schooling is of vital importance (Oakes, 1989). Section 3 presents
three indicators that provide some measure of student participation:
attendance, dropouts, and suspensions/ expulsions.

e Section 4. Student Achievement. Section 4 reports three types of
school-levd outputs: student performance on (1) reading leve
evaluations for grades 2 and 3, which assess students' abilities to
read and comprehend on grade level; (2) criterion-referenced tests
(CRTs), which measure students' performance on state-prescribed
curricula; and (3) norm-referenced tests (NRTSs), which indicate
how Louisiana students compare with other students nationally.
Thereading level evaluation results are based on the Devel opmental
Reading Assessment (DRA), which is a uniform examination used
statewide for the first time in the 1998-99 school year. The CRT
results reported for grades 4 and 8 are based on Louisiana’'s new
criterion-referenced testing program (LEAP for the 21% Century)
implemented in the spring of 1999. The new Graduation Exit
Examination (GEE 21), designed for high school students, is
administered in grades 10 and 11. The NRT results, which are also
part of the Louisiana Educational Assessment Program (LEAP),
reflect student performance utilizing two tests. The first test, the
lowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS), is administered to students in
grade 3, 5, 6, and 7; and the second, the lowa Tests of Educational
Development (ITED), is administered to studentsin grade 9.

e Section 5. College Readiness. One goal of eementary-secondary
schooling is to ensure that those students seeking an advanced
education are adequately prepared for college. This report presents
two indicators of college readiness: (1) student performance on the
American College Test (ACT), a national test commonly used for
college placement purposes and (2) the percentage of college
freshmen graduates who take developmental or remedial courses.

A brief narrative introduces each indicator presented in this report and is
organized as follows:
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e anintroduction to the indicator and its significance in the study
and/or promotion of student learning;

e a description of how data are organized in the accompanying
table(s);

» définitions of key terms, where applicable;

» formulas/equations used to calculate statistics, where applicable;
and the source(s) of the data presented.

A glossary at the end of this report provides operational definitions for
additional key terms.
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For Additional Information

The State Department of Education maintains an extensive list of education-related publications, which are available to the general public. The following
provides a listing of key reports:

Product Name Type Of Data L evels Included Type of Y ears Available Format Available
Product
Louisiana State Education » Accountability and » District Paper Book 1990 to Current O Paper
Progress Report Testing » State O Electronic/web
(State Report) » Educational O CDROM
» Demographic
» Some Financial
Accountability Reports » Educational » School Paper 1990 to Current O Paper
(School Report Cards) » Accountability & » State Pamphlet O Electronic/web
Testi ng
District Composite Reports | » Educational » School Paper Book 1990 to Current O Paper
(DCR) » Accountability & » District O Electronic/web
Testing » State O CDROM
» Some Demographic &
» Financial
Annual Financial & » Financial and Statistical | » District Paper Book 1974 to Current O Paper
Statistical Report (AFSR) Data » State O Electronic/web
» Some Demographic
Louisiana First-Time » Educational » District Paper Book 1995 to Current O Paper
College Freshman State » Some Demographic » State O Electronic/web
Report » School
(First-Time Freshman Summary
Report)
Starting Points Preschool » Educational » District Paper Book 1993 to Current | O Paper
Program Evaluation Report | » Some Demographic » State
(Starti ng Points Report)

For more information, please visit the LDE Web site at (www.louisianaschools.net)
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District Summary Overview

This section presents district-level information on a variety of education
indicators and is organized into three parts. The first part provides
summary results for the four groups of data indicators presented in this
report. The five groups for which district-level summary results have
been generated are (1) School Characteristics and Accountability
Information, (2) Student Participation, (3) Student Achievement, (4)
College Readiness, and (5) New District Indicator. State level results are
also included (when available) in this summary section.

The second part of this section presents an overview of the parish’'s
socioeconomic and demographic makeup. The socioeconomic and
demographic composition may shed light on household situations and
thus the educational system of a schoaol district. Issues such as income,
poverty rate, single parent households, and teen pregnancy affect family
function, which is strongly linked to achievement.

The third part of this section offers a financial overview of the district.
Financial information regarding educational revenues and expenditures
will broaden the understanding of how public school districts function.
This kind of information is worthy, as it serves to provide additional
contextual background for the interpretation of educational indicators.
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District Indicator Summary Results

This section presents the district-leved results for the four groups of
education indicators and one new education indicator. The overall
objective of this section is to provide the readers with a brief summary of
the district’s performance in the four areas as described below. It should
be noted that state level results are also included (when available) in this
summary section.

1)

2)

3)

School Characteristics and Accountability Information: A
summary of the district's accountability results (i.e., school
performance scores, school performance labds, growth labds, two-
year growth targets, and corrective actions). Other key educational
“inputs’ and resources at the school level such as the size of the
student body and faculty, the school’s category (eg., dementary
schools, middle schools, etc.), class size, and the academic
preparation of the faculty are presented in tables 1a through 1g.

Student Participation: District-level summary results on three key
student participation indicators including attendance, dropouts,
suspensions and expulsions in tables 2a through 2c.

Student Achievement: District-level summary results on four types
of output indicators. These indicators include (1) reading-leve
evaluation results for 2nd and 3rd graders, which assess students
abilities to read and comprehend on grade leve; (2) criterion-
referenced tests (CRT), which measure students' performance on
state-prescribed curricula; (3) norm-referenced tests (NRT), which
compare the performance of students in Louisiana with that of
students nationally; and (4) the Graduation Exit Examination (Old
GEE and/or GEE21), which measures academic performance of high
school students. These indicators can be found in tables 3a through
3e
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4)

5)

College Readiness. District-level summary results on two key
indicators of college readiness. (1) student performance on the
American College Test (ACT), a national test commonly used for
college placement purposes; and (2) number and percent of first- time
college freshmen who enrall in developmental/remedial courses. Data
arefound in tables 4a and 4b.

New District Indicator: For the first time, district level data on
student retention will be displayed in this document. Table 5a will
present district leve student retention results.



District Indicator Summary Results
School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1a: Public Schools

District 1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Total Number of Schools 26 26 27
October 1 Membership 11,324 11,064 10,780
Number of Faculty 813 811 815
State
Total Number of Schools 1,507 1,533 1,532
October 1 Membership 766,274 755,207 745,955
Number of Faculty 53,933 55,432 55,526
Table 1b: Schools by Performance Label*
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number
School of Academic Excellence 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
School of Academic Distinction 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
School of Academic Achievement 9.5 2 N/A N/A 11.5 3
Academically Above the State Average 23.8 5 N/A N/A 7.7 2
Academically Below the State Average 66.7 14 N/A N/A 80.8 21
Academically Unacceptable School 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
Number of Schools 100.0 21 N/A N/A| 100.0 26
State
School of Academic Excellence 0.1 1 N/A N/A 0.3 4
School of Academic Distinction 1.3 15 N/A N/A 11 15
School of Academic Achievement 7.9 94 N/A N/A 14.7 203
Academically Above the State Average 44.0 524 N/A N/A 32.9 455
Academically Below the State Average 42.0 500 N/A N/A 48.2 665
Academically Unacceptable School 4.8 57 N/A N/A 2.8 39
Number of Schools 100.0] 1,191 N/A N/A| 100.0] 1,381

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Performance Labels and Growth Labels are assigned once every two years.

* 1998-1999 data only includes schools with K-8 grades.
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District Indicator Summary Results

School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1c: Schools By Growth Label

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent [ Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
No Label Assigned” N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Exemplary Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 36.8 7
Recognized Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 36.8 7
Minimal Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 21.1 4
No Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.3 1
School In Decline N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Number of Schools N/A N/A N/A N/A| 100.0 19
State
No Label Assigned” N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.8 68
Exemplary Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 43.9 512
Recognized Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.5 297
Minimal Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.6| 217
No Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.7 55
Schoal In Decline N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.4 16
Number of Schools N/A N/A N/A N/A| 100.0] 1,165
Table 1d: Schools By Level of Corrective Actions
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
Not in Corrective Actions 100.0 21| 100.0 19 80.8 21
Corrective Actions | (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 19.2 5
Corrective Actions Il (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Corrective Actions 111 (CA 111) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
State
Not in Corrective Actions 95.2| 1,134 95.5| 1,120 85.1] 1,175
Corrective Actions | (CA 1) 4.8 57 4.5 53 13.1 181
Corrective Actions Il (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.8 25
Corrective Actions 111 (CA 111) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Performance Labels and Growth Labels are assigned once every two years.

* No labdl is assigned to schools with a Basdline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
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District Indicator Summary Results
School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1e: Reward Data

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent [ Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
\Schools Eligible for Receiving Rewards N/A N/A N/A N/A 73.7 14
State
'Schools Eligible for Receiving Rewards N/Al  NA| NA| NA| 686 799 | | |
Table 1f: Faculty Degree Data
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
\Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher 29.5 240 30.9 251 30.3 247
State
[Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher 39.1/ 21,000 38.0/21,056| 37.5/ 20,846 | | |

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: School Rewards are determined and distributed once every two years.
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District Indicator Summary Results

School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1g: Class Size Characteristics

1998-99| 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number

Elementary Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 50.5 197 56.6 202 70.7 268

Class Size Range 21 - 26 47.2 184 42.9 153 28.8 109

Class Size Range 27 or more 2.3 9 0.6 2 0.5 2
Middle/Jr. High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 32.0 165 25.9 101 26.4 100

Class Size Range 21 - 26 539 278 51.0 199 57.00 216

Class Size Range 27 or more 14.1 73 23.1 90 16.6 63
High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 41.4 177 35.9 159 38.9 169

Class Size Range 21 - 26 37.4 160 37.0 164 34.7 151

Class Size Range 27 or more 21.3 91 27.1 120 26.4 115
Combination Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 54.3 57 31.4 22 61.3 65

Class Size Range 21 - 26 34.3 36 44.3 31 33.0 35

Class Size Range 27 or more 11.4 12 24.3 17 5.7 6
All Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 41.4 596 38.4 484 46.3 602

Class Size Range 21 - 26 457 658 43.4| 547 39.3 511

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.9 185 18.2 229 14.3 186

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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District Indicator Summary Results

School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1g: Class Size Characteristics

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number

Elementary Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.5| 11,901 44.1) 15,027 47.0| 17,287

Class Size Range 21 - 26 50.4| 16,434 43.1] 14,713 42.7| 15,706

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.1] 4,285 12.8] 4,368 10.3] 3,778
Middle/Jr. High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 29.8/ 9,029 32.1 9,961 32.4] 9,907

Class Size Range 21 - 26 39.6| 11,994 39.3| 12,189 40.8| 12,465

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.7| 9,294 28.6| 8,849 26.8| 8,187
High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 37.5| 18,477 39.1| 19,814 41.4| 20,349

Class Size Range 21 - 26 31.8| 15,697 31.2| 15,786 30.3| 14,875

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.7| 15,144 29.7| 15,009 28.3| 13,888
Combination Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 62.6| 4,925 64.8| 4,737 66.5| 5,879

Class Size Range 21 - 26 27.0 2,122 27.6| 2,014 24.4| 2,155

Class Size Range 27 or more 10.4 816 7.7 560 9.1 803
All Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.9| 44,332 40.3| 49,539 42.6| 53,422

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5| 46,247 36.3| 44,702 36.1] 45,201

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.6| 29,539 23.4| 28,786 21.3| 26,656

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Sudent Participation

Table 2a: Student Attendance

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04

District Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent

Elementary Schools 95.6 95.6 95.0

Middle/Jr. High Schools 94.2 94.6 93.6,

High Schools 92.3 91.7 91.5

Combination Schools 91.9 94.0 92.0

All Schools 94.3 94.3 93.6
State

Elementary Schools 95.2 95.5 95.1

Middle/Jr. High Schools 92.8 93.4 93.1

High Schools 90.9 91.5 91.3

Combination Schools 94.1 94.0 93.3

All Schoals 93.5 94.0 93.7

Table 2b: Student Dropouts

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04

District Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent |[Number
Grade7 0.8 8 0.9 9 ~ ~
Grade 8 0.6 5 0.8 7 ~ ~
Grade 9 10.1 117 8.2 86 ~ ~
Grade 10 9.6 76 7.3 60 ~ ~
Grade 11 7.0 48 7.1 50 ~ ~
Grade 12 8.0 51 7.9 52 ~ ~
Grades9- 12 89 292 7.7 248 ~ ~

State
Grade7 21 1,309 2.2 1,333 ~ ~
Grade 8 2.9 1,703 3.2 1,898 ~ ~
Grade 9 10.3| 7,181 9.5 6,572 ~ ~
Grade 10 9.6| 5,572 8.9 5,073 ~ ~
Grade 11 8.5 4,185 8.1 3,943 ~ ~
Grade 12 8.8| 3,985 7.4 3411 ~ ~
Grades9- 12 9.4 20,923 8.6] 18,999 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data

* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available a the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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District Indicator Summary Results

Student Participation

Table 2c: Students Suspended and Expelled
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Per cent | Number [ Per cent [Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Percent [Number
Elementary Schools
Suspended (In School) 1.8 104 1.8 99 4.6 247
Suspended (Out of School) 3.8 215 3.3 182 2.7 144
Expelled (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
ddle/Jr. High Schools
Suspended (In Schoal) 21.1] 481 20.7 500 21.8) 537
Suspended (Out of School) 4.5 103 4.7 113 4.1 102
Expelled (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
gh Schools
Suspended (In School) 14.1 420 15.9 498 17.1 497
Suspended (Out of School) 2.6 78 4.4 138 2.9 84
Expelled (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.1 2 0.1 2 0.0 1
Combination Schools
Suspended (In School) 8.3 72 8.1 58 7.1 61
Suspended (Out of School) 16.2 140 5.0 36 14.5 125
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of Schoal) 0.2 2 0.1 1 0.5 4
| Schools
Suspended (In School) 9.2l 1,075 9.9] 1,152 11.6| 1,338
Suspended (Out of School) 4.3 499 3.8 442 3.7 426
Expelled (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 4 0.0 3 0.0 5

~ = Unavailable Data
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Student Participation

District Indicator Summary Results

Table 2c: Students Suspended and Expelled
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
Elementary Schools
Suspended (In School) 3.4/ 12,975 3.6/ 14,134 4.0| 15,757
Suspended (Out of School) 5.1] 19,705 5.0/ 19,639 5.7| 22,612
Expelled (In School) 0.1 190 0.1 350 0.1 352
Expelled (Out of School) 0.1 214 0.1 228 0.1 287
Middle/Jr. High Schools
Suspended (In School) 16.4| 21,735 15.7| 22,378 18.1| 25,415
Suspended (Out of School) 19.4| 25,751 16.5| 23,542 16.6| 23,350
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 756 0.6| 918 1.0/ 1,362
Expelled (Out of School) 1.1] 1,482 0.8 1,151 1.0l 1,370
High Schools
Suspended (In School) 11.8| 27,296 12.3| 26,567 14.3| 29,213
Suspended (Out of School) 14.9| 34,314 13.5| 29,224 12.9| 26,389
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 701 0.4/ 810 0.5 1,060
Expelled (Out of School) 0.8] 1,797 0.6] 1,317 0.6 1,207
Combination Schools
Suspended (In School) 3.9 1,712 5.3 2,173 4.9 2,274
Suspended (Out of School) 7.3 3,185 8.0 3,238 8.6/ 4,029
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 133 0.1 50 0.1 32
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 128 0.4 156 0.5 232
All Schools
Suspended (In School) 8.1 63,578 8.3 65,115 9.3| 72,473
Suspended (Out of School) 10.5| 82,290 9.6| 74,907 9.7| 75,601
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 1,779 0.3] 2,127 0.4/ 2,805
Expelled (Out of Schoal) 0.5 3,601 0.4, 2,839 0.4/ 3,089
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Percent [Number
Grade 02
Students Assessed 815 790 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 34.8 284 27.1 214 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 36.7 299 314 248 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 28.5 232 415 328 ~ ~
Grade 03
Students Assessed 784 813 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 48.9 383 315 256 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 21.0 165 33.3 271 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 30.1 236 35.2 286 ~ ~
State
Grade 02
Students Assessed 54,246 54,108 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 23.5| 12,737 22.3| 12,038 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 41.4| 22,460 37.7| 20,393 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 35.1] 19,049 40.1] 21,677 ~ ~
Grade 03
Students Assessed 53,469 54,201 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 30.3| 16,185 24.5| 13,274 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 37.1/ 19,815 37.9| 20,553 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 32.7| 17,469 37.6| 20,374 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number
Grade 4 English Language Arts
Advanced 0.7 6 0.6 5 0.7 6
Proficient 15.5 141 12.6 103 10.6 93
Basic 38.7 352 36.7 301 39.7 350
Approaching Basic 25.5 232 30.4 249 28.1 248
Unsatisfactory 19.6 178 19.8 162 20.9 184
Grade 4 Mathematics
Advanced 1.1 10 0.7 6 23 20
Proficient 5.5 50 5.5 45 7.8 69
Basic 27.7 252 34.6] 284 35.6) 314
Approaching Basic 26.4 240 27.6 227 25.0 220
Unsatisfactory 39.3 357 315 259 29.3 258
Grade 4 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 0.6 5 1.1 10
Proficient N/A N/A 6.9 57 6.6 58
Basic N/A N/A 374 307 32.0 282
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 36.1 296 41.3 364
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 19.0 156 19.0 167
Grade 4 Social Studies
Advanced N/A N/A 1.0 8 0.9 8
Proficient N/A N/A 8.0 66 6.7 59
Basic N/A N/A 36.4) 299 37.3 328
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 29.6 243 28.4 250
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 25.0 205 26.7 235
Grade 8 English Language Arts
Advanced 0.9 7 0.8 6 0.9 7
Proficient 11.6 87 12.2 96 15.0 117
Basic 35.5 266 38.9 306 409 319
Approaching Basic 35.5 266 37.7 296 31.0 242
Unsatisfactory 16.5 124 10.4 82 12.2 95

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number
Grade 8 Mathematics
Advanced 1.1 8 1.8 14 2.4 19
Proficient 27 20 2.8 22 5.3 41
Basic 34.7 260 37.3 293 47.4) 369
Approaching Basic 25.1 188 23.3 183 22.3 174
Unsatisfactory 36.4 273 34.8 273 22.6 176
Grade 8 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 0.3 2 14 11
Proficient N/A N/A 114 89 13.6 106
Basic N/A N/A 33.3 261 359 279
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 315 247 29.4 229
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 23.6 185 19.7 153
Grade 8 Social Studies
Advanced N/A N/A 0.3 2 0.9 7
Proficient N/A N/A 6.8 53 9.3 72
Basic N/A N/A 439 344 41.9 326
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 28.2 221 25.8 201
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 20.9 164 22.1 172

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Percent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number | Per cent | Number
Grade 4 English Language Arts
Advanced 14 797 1.8/ 1,002 1.1 672
Proficient 14.7) 8,451 14.4) 8,114 14.3] 8,946
Basic 39.0| 22,376 39.4| 22,230 44.1| 27,538
Approaching Basic 24.1| 13,845 24.8| 13,993 24.1| 15,066
Unsatisfactory 20.7/ 11,872 19.7/ 11,111 16.4| 10,230
Grade 4 Mathematics
Advanced 1.7 1,003 1.6 884 1.7 1,048
Proficient 7.8 4,473 10.0] 5,631 10.8] 6,753
Basic 31.7| 18,157 37.2| 20,980 40.8| 25,497
Approaching Basic 24.0] 13,755 23.0/ 12,981 23.4] 14,612
Unsatisfactory 34.8| 19,931 28.3| 15,960 23.3| 14,515
Grade 4 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 1.1 638 1.9 1,205
Proficient N/A N/A 10.9] 6,156 11.4) 7,112
Basic N/A N/A 39.6| 22,330 37.6| 23,485
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 30.1| 16,990 33.9] 21,148
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.2| 10,288 15.2| 9,476
Grade 4 Social Studies
Advanced N/A N/A 0.9 495 1.2 724
Proficient N/A N/A 10.1] 5,702 10.3] 6,432
Basic N/A N/A 42.2| 23,775 44.0] 27,458
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.0/ 12,986 23.4| 14,634
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 23.8| 13,426 21.1] 13,188
Grade 8 English Language Arts
Advanced 1.1 577 1.2 615 0.6 326
Proficient 11.2| 6,035 14.1] 7,512 13.5| 7,138
Basic 31.5| 17,005 38.9| 20,777 37.6| 19,837
Approaching Basic 35.9| 19,358 33.1| 17,652 34.4| 18,133
Unsatisfactory 20.3| 10,928 12.8| 6,829 13.9] 7,314

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number
Grade 8 Mathematics
Advanced 1.3 713 2.6| 1,370 2.6| 1,390
Proficient 4.4 2,359 4.8 2,575 45 2,396
Basic 33.3/ 17,927 38.8| 20,718 43.0| 22,717
Approaching Basic 21.3] 11,498 21.5/ 11,478 22.3/ 11,771
Unsatisfactory 39.7| 21,360 32.2| 17,193 27.5] 14,543
Grade 8 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 0.6 309 0.7/ 381
Proficient N/A N/A 14.6| 7,766 13.8] 7,211
Basic N/A N/A 30.5| 16,274 35.2| 18,473
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 27.7| 14,769 27.2| 14,249
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 26.6| 14,176 23.1] 12,094
Grade 8 Social Studies
Advanced N/A|  N/A 0.6 293 09| 475
Proficient N/A N/A 10.1] 5,360 11.9] 6,248
Basic N/A N/A|  40.9| 21,809 40.8| 21,388
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.7| 12,625 24.0] 12,558
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 24.7| 13,179 22.4| 11,713

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 3c: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results
Percent and Number of Students Passing
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number
English Language Arts 82 589 82 609 N/A N/A
Mathematics 70 495 78 574 N/A N/A
Written Composition 90 608 95 669 N/A N/A
Science 80 514 75 480 82 542
Social Studies 87 561 83 524 90 591
State
English Language Arts 85] 39,311 81| 37,488 N/A N/A
Mathematics 74| 33,871 74 | 34,208 N/A N/A
Written Composition 93] 41,421 93 | 41,689 N/A N/A
Science 80 | 33,056 81 | 33,016 81 | 32,854
Social Studies 88 | 36,496 87 | 35,215 89 | 36,146

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: As of Spring 2001, Engli